EVACUATION AND RECONSTRUCTION

Lord Dufferin next turned to the constitutional aspect of
the government. England would have contradicted herself if
she had recommended the maintenance of the Chamber of
Delegates according to the constitution of January 1882. The
whole storm which ended so badly for Egypt was raised over
the question of the competence of the Chamber to deal with
the budget. But had the Liberal Government of Gladstone
shown some consideration for the principle of initiating Egypt
into proper parliamentary government by retaining or even
modifying the aforesaid law, she would have spared herself
the opprobrium of having stifled constitutionalism in the
country to guard her own interests.

Neitiher could Lord Dufferin ignore the past altogether and
invest the new administration of the country with full execu-
tive and legislative powers. He chose a most unhappy means.
The organic law of 1882 was repealed, and in its place a Legis-
lative Council and a Legislative Assembly were created by a
decree dated May 1883. Both were legislative bodies only in
name. Fourteen of the thirty members of Legislative Council
were nominated by the Government, the rest were elected by
indirect suffrage. Although it was stipulated that laws had to
be submitted to the Council before being promulgated, the
Government was at liberty to adopt the views of the Council or
reject them. If they were rejected, the Government had to
send a note explaining the reasons that led to their rejection,
without allowing any discussion to take place. The Ministers
might attend the meetings of the Council and take part in its
discussions, but the meetings were not open to the public,
nor had the members any right to .ask questions or make inter-
pellations. Neither the Council nor the Assembly had the
power to initiate any laws. Members of the Assembly were
likewise elected by indirect suffrage and their status also was
consultative. Only on fiscal questions had the Assembly a
deciding vote. No direct taxation could be imposed by the
Government without the approval of the Assembly- The
Assembly had to meet once every two years and tlie public
were not admitted to its sittings. It was the Legislative
Assembly which in 1909, with only one dissentient, rejected
the prolongation of the Suez Canal Company concession fear
forty more years after its expiration in 1968.